The representativeness of our main study samples
This section examines the representativeness of the samples from our main study to ensure that the results are not based on a sample that grossly over-or under-represents parts of the target population. Population data have been used to examine representativeness on the following three variables: gender, age and county. Only valid answers are included in the following analyses. Table A .1 provides a breakdown of the sample and the population across gender. The table shows a high of degree symmetry with only minor differences between the sample in Round 3 and the population. using five-year intervals. The table shows a few deviations between the samples and the population. The pattern is that the samples tend to underrepresent the youngest age groups while the middle-aged groups are slightly overrepresented. However, none of the differences were deemed substantively significant. A comparison of the distributions shows no systematic differences between the samples and the population. Only Ringkjøbing County is significantly overrepresented in Round 2. Given the very minor deviations between the samples and the population we have decided to treat the samples as representative of the Danish population (aged 18-70). We have not, therefore, applied any weighting to the data from our main study. 
The Group Categorization Study
The Group Categorization Study was conducted as a web survey by the Zapera polling agency 
The study of party leaders' framing of the cartoon crisis
We argue that the Cartoon crisis, in terms of values at stake, first and foremost was debated as a question about the right to free speech. Of course, other perspectives on the Cartoons were advanced, most notably the importance of tolerance of cultural and religious differences, but the main message sent from political and media elites to the public was a framing of the Cartoon crisis as a matter of defending freedom of speech. Importantly, this framing was a consensus message; it was the dominant message from across the political spectrum.
To see if this argument could be empirically validated, we conducted a quantitative content analysis of two leading national newspapers, each leaning to a different side of the political spectrum: the right-of-center Jyllands-Posten, which published the cartoons; and the left-of-center Politiken. Because we were interested in the degree of partisan elite consensus in framing the crisis as a question of free speech, our analysis was specifically designed to illuminate how leaders of the political parties framed the issue. First, for each party leader we identified articles in the relevant time period where the party leader was directly quoted with a statement on the crisis. Next, we coded each of these articles for the presence of one or more specified frames (e.g., free speech frame, tolerance frame). Thus, the unit of analysis is each article, as assigned to a party leader. Thus, some articles were coded in relation two or more party leaders (and are thus counted two or more times in the content analysis). This procedure provides a precise mapping of how each party attempted to frame the Cartoon crisis (see details in the methods section in the end of the memo).
Our analysis leads to the following conclusions: 2. The "loudness" of the "free speech frame": How did the party leaders talk about the Cartoons, then? Figure A .2 presents the raw number of articles (i.e., party leader statements) where the "free speech frame" and the "tolerance frame", respectively, were present. These two frames were the most frequently used substantive frames. A large amount of articles framed the Cartoon crisis in terms of government responsibility (see below) but this is a less substantive frame and, moreover, should be related to other aspects of public opinion than tolerance judgments (e.g., evaluations of government performance). Given the coding of the data, "loudness" refers to number of times a party leader makes a statement on free speech (tolerance). Figure A .2 shows the free speech frame is clearly salient in February and March and much less from April on. At the same time, the rival "tolerance frame" is much less salient, indicating that the free speech frame was the most prevalent of the substantive frames.
3. The dominance of the free speech frame: Figure A .2 showed that the free speech frame was more frequently used than the tolerance frame, suggesting free speech considerations dominated the debate. 4. The changing salience of the free speech frame: Not only was the free speech frame generally dominant, it was even more dominant in the early phases of the crisis where the media coverage of the crisis was most intensive-that is, the free speech frame was particularly dominant, and loud, in the period of time where our survey respondents were most supportive of extending rights such as freedom of speech to Muslims.
5. The broad political consensus on the free speech frame: The free speech frame is dominant across almost the full range of the political spectrum. The Left-Wing party is the only exception, but even this party places a substantial amount of emphasis on free speech considerations (i.e., the sum of free speech frame and balanced framing equals the amount of tolerance framing). Thus, all major parties talked about the Cartoon crisis first and foremost in terms of free speech (to the extent they talked about the cartoons in substantive terms, and not as a matter of government responsibility etc.).
Notably, in statements from the prime minister (Liberals) the free speech frame (and to some degree tolerance and a mix of tolerance and free speech) was even more salient, probably reflecting that he was particularly involved in the debate and to a large extent was probably the driving force in framing the Cartoon crisis as a matter of free speech. The dominance of free speech in the public debate of the issue is further emphasized by the fact that the prime minister (Liberal party leader) by far was the most cited party leader (see Table A .7). The same overall pattern is evident in Figures   A5 and A6, presenting proportion and raw numbers, respectively, of articles containing the free speech frame and tolerance frame. ( 
Research Design and Measures
We conducted a quantitative content analysis to illuminate how partisan elites framed the Cartoon crisis. Fogh Rasmussen / Bendt Bendtsen / Pia Kjaersgaard. A search was made for each party leader. Thus, an article was selected more than once if more than one party leader was quoted in the article. The implication is that an article might be coded more than once, though categorized under a different party leader. The searches returned a total of 1,474 articles for further analysis.
4. Because we were interested in the degree of partisan elite consensus in framing the crisis as a question of free speech, our analysis focused on statements from party leaders, hence using their names as keywords in searching for articles. The Red-Green Alliance (Enhedslisten) has no formal party leader and therefore the party name was used in the initial search and only articles where one of the party's four members of parliament are quoted was analyzed further.
5. To gain a clear indication of the party leaders' attempt to frame the Cartoon crisis, only articles where the party leaders were directly quoted were analyzed further, leaving 510 articles for further analysis.
Inductive Coding and Development of Codebook 1. To develop the codebook, two trained student coders conducted an inductive coding of articles from the period of January 16-22 and February 20-26 including all party leaders. The inductive coding was open to detect alternative frames but confirmed the initial intuition that the "free speech frame" and the "tolerance frame" were the present substantive frames and further identified a "process frame" relating to debate over the government's responsibility for the evolution of the crisis. Identification of frames was primarily made by looking at the quotations of party leaders and less often by looking at the journalistic text of the articles.
2. Based on the inductive coding, the codebook was developed and adjusted. As a next step, all articles from January 1 through February 1 quoting Anders Fogh Rasmussen or Helle Thorning-Schmidt (N = 106) were coded by both student coders. The coders disagreed in less than 10% of the cases; disagreements were solved by discussion.
Based on this initial coding, the codebook was further minimally adjusted.
Inter-coder Reliability 1. To assess inter-coder reliability, 10% of the coded articles (N = 144) were randomly selected to be coded by the other coder. As can be seen from the Cohen's Kappa reliability statistics in Table A .8, the reliability of the coding is sometimes high, but most of the time very high. Disagreements were solved by discussion among the two coders. 
Details on measurement of the variables in the replication of results from Chapter 4 on the Danish Election Study 1998-2007
Given that, unfortunately, not all items from our main survey are available in all election studies, the following scales were used (for all Likert-items the five-point response scales ran from 'Completely Agree' to 'Completely Disagree'):
Preferred anti-immigrant attitudes scale: 
